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IN REPLY REFER TO:

Honorable William M. Thomas
House of Representatives
2209 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Thomas:

ry 17, 1993, in which you inquired on
garding the Notice of Proposed Rule

2-235, 57 FR 54034 (1992). This Notice
the mmission's Rules governing the private
ng in the frequency bands below 512 MHz.

This is in reply to your letter of Fe
behalf of several of your constit
Making (Notice) in PR Docket No.
proposes comprehensive changes t
land mobile radio services operat

Your constituents are specifically concerned about the impact of these changes
on radio control (RIC) hobby users. Enclosed is a discussion paper concerning
our proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. In short, we expect there would be no
adverse impact on RIC operations because of any proposal contained in the
Notice.

We are, of course, sensitive to the concerns of both users of private land
mobile radio spectrum and RIC hobbyists. We will, therefore, take your
constituents' concerns into account when we develop final rules in this
proceeding. As indicated in the Notice, we remain convinced that without
significant regulatory change in radio operations in the bands below 512 MHz,
the quality of communications in the~rivate land mobile radio services will
continue to deteriorate to the point of endangering public safety and the
national economy.

We want to thank you for your interest in this proceeding.
letters will be included in the record of the proceeding.
rules to be issued in 1994.

Your constituents'
We expect final

Richard J. Shiben
Chief, Land Mobile & Microwave Division
Private Radio Bureau

Enclosures

cc:

Chief, PRBureau
Chief, LM&MDivison
Docket Files, Room 222
P&P Branch File (Pink)
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21 ST DISTRICT, CALIFORNIA

WILLIAM M. THOMAS

DISTRICT OffiCES:

4100 TRUXTUN AVE # 220

BAKERSFIELD, CA 93309
(B05) 32 7-3611

319 WEST MURRAY STAEET

VISAUA, CA 9329'
(209) 627-6549

ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT

CATHERINE M. ABERNATHY

~ongrt1i1i of tbt Wnittb ~tatt1i

J$OU5t of )ltprt5tntatlbt5
Masbington. i1\~

February 17, 1993

COMMITTEES:

WAYS AND MEANS

HOUSE ADMINISTRATION

2209 RAYBURN HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING

WASHINGTON, DC 20515...()521

12021 225-2915

Mr. Alfred C. Sikes
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

re: PR Docket NO. 92-235

Dear Chairman Sikes:

Enclosed are letters from a number of my constituents who
are concerned about the proposed rule regarding the frequencies
in the 72-76 megahertz (MHz) band. As owners and operators of
radio-controlled (RjC) models, they are very concerned that this
proposal to diminish the number of usable frequencies will
decrease the margin of safety as the remaining frequencies become
increasingly congested.

I would appreciate your consideration of the concerns
outlined in these letters, particularly the increased risk to
persons and property that might result if this rule were adopted
in its current form.

WILLIAM M. THOMAS
Member of Congress

WMTjhss
enclosure
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ti~nOrable Bill Thomas

·)'ted States Senate
)shington, DC 20515

Dear Representative Thomas:

It haS recently come to my attention that the Federal Communications
Conmission is proposing to restructure radio frequencies. The FCC
proposal NPRM - PR Docket 92-235 would allow the insertion of two new
frequencies between those presently assigned to radio control model
aircraft and coomercial users. The margin of safety that radio
control aircraft presently have between itself and the commercial
frequencies would be eliminated. To make matters worse, the proposal
calls for these new frequencies to be assigned to "mobile" operators
which can operate anywhere without warning.

Radio controlled aircraft transmitters and receivers are very
sophisticated and require a frequency buffer for safety from other
radio frequencies. All of us are familiar with simple interference
one camnonly hears while using a telephone or radio. A "bad"
connection caused by this kind of interference is merely annoying.
To a radio controlled model aircraft, it means total loss of control
of the aircraft and a disaster with the loss .of model plane, motor
and radio. The financial loss can easily run fram $300 to $1000's of
dollars. The potential safety risk to the public of a uncontrolled 5
to 25 po~d "missile" flying loose is unthinkable.

Model radio control aircraft are presently very safe and bring
enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of enthusiasts, If this proposal
is implemented however, radio control aircraft flyers will not be
able to prevent interference from these new mobile frequencies. One
poorly maintained or malfunctioning mobile radio being driven around
will destrqy model aircraft everywhere the operator goes. The
operator probably would not even know he was leaving a path of
crashed model aircraft in his wake. In addition, because the
malfunctioning mobile radio is being operated out of a car, it will
be virtually impossible to identify the offender to have the unit
repaired •.

Please put a stop to this proposal before it puts a stop to the model
radio controlled aircraft hobby and industry.

Sincerely,

~(/I (2!Qy!:
cZ:So 8 E¢Cu.-nhs/ Ock
As ·kev~-I2c; uJ, M 9ss//
A concerned radio controlled aircraft enthusiast
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The Honorable Bill Thomas
2402 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Thomas:

January 29, 1993

-

I have been interested in aviation for as long as I can
rememPer. I am very active in a local club whose members enjoy
constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned



ar Mr./Ms. /r, J (if to Representative):
;; Dear SenatorhdJ11J1S'] (if to Senator):
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[Begin with a description of the writer's interest retired and derive many hours of
enjoyment from constructing and operating radio-controlled model airplanes." Or,"I have been
interested in aviation for as long as I can remember. I am very active in a local club whose members
enjoy constructing and operatingradio-controlled model airplanes. I personally own..L radios, --::2...­
. RIC models and have a workshop full of other products necessary to operating my models.It]

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently under consideration b)' the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted
the new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for RIC model use
and increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability.

Our radio-control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. TIlls band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However, our radio-control frequencies in this band are far
enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either
use interfering with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90 of the
rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIC aircraft and surface models by keeping
10 Khz spacing between fixed commercial users and frequencies used by RIC enthusi~. The new
Pan 88 will.allow mobile users on frequencies within 25 Khz of frequencies available to us,
eliminating safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft) and 10 of
the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for RIC cars and boats) now used by hobbyists. In fact.
more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our RIC models, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the operators
and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the careful
coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin
of safety will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seCk to expand the operation conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of the radio-control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radio, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio
equipment It is a sizeable industry that must be saved from these detrimental FCC actions. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to
carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the 72-76 MHz band. We all need your help
urgently because the FCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993 after which it may become more
difficult to avoid halting these proposals from going into effect.

slL·
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1mn.wri!ing}~uto exp1"l!SS~.·iio';fernanif tosoliciJy~ur support in insurillgthe corrcd Iumdlh,g
ofa proposed FCC rule c1ulnge. the cJuii,gei in NPRM PR DOCKET92-235 should be denied at this time.. . .

A1Jhough the proposedchangelsquitetechnical, it wou1dallowinsertion ofhighpower broadcast
transmissions betweenfrequencies currently aWJcatedto radio controlledmodelhobbyists lYiJhonly 2•.s.Tgh
So arationfroni'~c~eCl/Wouldbe jQ~e an.entire hobbj:ih'e~""""i~" "" 'rtJR )i;iJM.'tJ,e
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1biti{g;.ehuntlr.ed!¥J, .... If;f:.••. :~.,:f:lif!/?~·lUing thest!fr~who have invested milUi:Jns of

dollars in t1leirequipmenr,.Wone tlitinJhfi'i.(thefaet that it willforce thousands ofsmall businesses such
as hob1Jy;siiJ*t:."~iiUml(aCilitdi'OjQ;ra4ftCaii.imd bOat1dts and aU the access·. aiullnaterlo1s.oid
ofbusineSs~'~\~~~~¥:~gg~~~!LJi[~Iirf~~goian enth-ei~~4u~Us~:~I$Bi
in snw.ll nw.nuftietUringconipdniisi retail 'tJutleti 'and eleCtronic repair businesi~~;;. . "....
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1am.notoPfJiJfe4to,technolog!CtJlJ?l;ogrei,s.:: 1am, however against technological prog1"l!SSatthe

expense'ofilriej#lr?seg~,:fJls(l4i#{~i"~'jJkr~,,is'a ,solution~ 1hf!.~cf#~~11oifld.,!!"~;?ii,!JPp~~
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You:wilicerta1n~:hear)Jrgi~/i;;JltWiii:l;~ such as General Eleetrkaiul Motorola that
this cannot bedQ~•.'. This iiiis. beensaldof~pr~Posdlfr~mCAFEstandards to toxic emissions,' industry
always solves the problem..':e, ,...

;- . As to wI,;, ;houldpayfor the~iJ.Jm#'the.answer,is.obvious. Those who benefit most, General
, Electric, Motorola, and the telephone }hmpanies. .J trust that~u will give thisyour earnest attention in the
; <miiifew days, as the FCC has imposed a deadline ofFebruary 26, 1993 on comments. Thank you for your
: 'atttmtion'to this important matter. .

.- ,--.; "

.,' , t_::··.·,.,._ .

i'

Sincerely,

Sgt. w: T. Alsobrook, USAR



Reference: Notice of Proposed FCC Rule Making PR Docket 92-235

tElvEn
/1fEa 1 1 1993

':"WASHINGTON, DC

Congressman Wm. M. Thomas
2209 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

LILI

Dear Congressman Thomas:

I derive many hours of enjoyment constructing and operating radio-controlled
model helicopters and airplanes. I am also, active in a local club. r
personally own 1l radios, 1: Ric models and have a workshop full of
other products necessary in the operation of my models.

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently under consideration
by the Federal COlDlllunications colDlllission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92­
235. If adopted the new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned for RIc model use and increase the risk of accidents and
attendant liability.

Our-radio-controlled frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
share the band without either use interferring with the other.

The Notic~ of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90
of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of Ric aircraft and
surface models by keeping 10 KHz spacing between fixed commercial users and
frequencies used by Ric enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile land
uSers on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us, eliminating
safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for Ric aircraft)
and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 7S MHz band (for Ric cars and boats) now used
by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our RiC models, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of
the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control
frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is diminished as proposed by
the FCC, the remaining frequencies wilL-become congested and the margin of siifety
will be greatly decreased.

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation conditions
of land mobile radio users at the expense of the radio-controlled modelers. The
FCC may not think we are as important as business users of radio, but we have
considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. It is a
sizeable industry that must be saved from these detrimental FCC actions. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like
myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial
aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC
to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the 72 - 76 MHz band. We all need
your help urgently because the FCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993, after
which it may become more difficult to avoid halting these proposals from going
into effect.

Sincerely,



Reference: Notice of Proposed FCC

Congressman Wm. M. Thomas
2209 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

j)AVID D. DAHL
12,17 W,ASHII{GfON A.Vf,. 84K13RSRELq CA 9J:!tJ8
February~, 1993 A.A4.A.

Dear Congressman Thomas:

radio-controlled
local club. I

workshop full of

I derive many hours of enjoyment constructing and operating
model helicopters and airplanes. "I I am also, active in a
personally own 3 radios, '1 Ric models and have a
other products necessary in the operation of my models.

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently under consideration
by the Federal Communications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92­
235. If adopted the new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned for RIC model use and increase the risk of accidents and
attendant liability.

Our-radio-controlled frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
share the band without either use interferring with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90
of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RiC aircraft and
surface models by keeping 10 KHz spacing between fixed commercial users and
frequencies used by Ric enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mobile land
users on frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us, eliminating
safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for Ric aircraft)
and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for Ric cars and boats) now used
by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our Ric models, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of
the operators and bystand,ers and the protection of
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The Honorable BiU Thomas
2402 Rayburn House Office Bldg.
Washington, D. C. 20515

l

January 23, 1993

SUBJECr: NPRM PR DOCKET 92-235

Dear Congressman:

1 am writing you to express my concern and to solicit your support in insuring the correct handling
ofa proposed FCC ruie dumge. 1111! changes in NPRM PR DOCKET92-235 should be denied at this time.

Although the proposed change is·quite technical. it would allow insertion ofhigh power broadcast
transmiSsions betweenfrequencies Currently allocated to radio controlledmodel hobbyists with only 2.5 KHz
separatwnfrom them. The effect would be to eliminate an entire hobby, the industry supporting it, and the
manyjobs associated with· it because the new transmissions would overwhelm exiting users and render their
equipment useless.

There are hundreds ofthousands ofhobbyists using thesefrequencies who have invested millions of
dollars in their equipment. Worse than this is thefact that it willforce thousands ofsmall businesses such
as hobby shops. manufacturers ofaircraft, car, and boat kits. and all the accessory parts and materials out
ofbusiness. This·is not an exaggeration. We are spealdng ofan entire industry involving thousands ofjobs
in small 11lanufacturing cOmpanies, retail outletsand electronic repair businesses.

1 am not opposed to technological progress. 1am, however against technological progress at the
expense ofan entire segment ofsociety. 1 believe there is a solution. The docket should not be approved
until technology has been developed that will allow inteiference-free transmissions which do not have an
adverse affect upon exiting users.

You will certainly hear arguments by industry leaders such as General Electric and Motorola that
this cannot be done. This has been said ofevery proposalfrom CAFE standards to toxic emissions; industry
always solves the problem.

As to who shouldpayfor the development, the answer is obvious. Those who benefit most, General
Electric, Motorola, and the telephone companies. I trust that you will give this your earnest attention in the
next few days, as the FCC has imposed a deadline ofFebruary 26, 1993 on comments. Thank you/or your
attention to this important matter.

Sincerely,

Johnny E. Galloway

1710 S. Encina. VISalia, California 93277 (209) 733-0292
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1108 Nord Road
Bakersfield. California 93312
February 9, 1993

Congreu~n Wm. M. Thomas
2209 Rayburn House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

Reference: Notice of Proposed FCC Rule Making PR Docket 92-235

Dear Congressman Thomas:

I derive many hours of enjoyment constructing and operating radio-controlled
model helicopters and airplanes. I am also, active in a local club. I
personally own 4 radios, 18 RIC models and have a workshop full of
other products necessary in the operation of my models.

I am very concerned about the proposed rule that is currently under consideration
by the Federal COmmunications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92­
235. If adopted the new rule will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies
currently assigned for RIc model use and increase the risk of accidents and
attendant liability.

Our-radio-controlled frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This band is
primarily used for private land mobile frequencies that we have been able to
share the band without either use interferring with the other.

The Notice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Docket 92-235 replaces Part 90
of the rules with a new Part 88. Part 90 allows for safe use of RIc aircraft and
surface models by keeping 10 KHz spacing between fixed commercial users and
frequencies used by RIc enthusiasts. The new Part 88 will allow mopile land
users on "frequencies within 2.5 Khz of frequencies available to us, eliminating
safe use of at least 31 of the 50 channels on the 72 MHz band (for RIC aircraft)
and 10 of the 30 frequencies on the 75 MHz band (for RIc cars and boats) now used
by hobbyists. In fact, more channels will likely be affected.

When we operate our RIc models, we go to great lengths to assure the safety of
the operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control
frequencies. If the number of USable frequencies is diminished as proposed by
the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of safety
will be greatiy decreased. ~-

I don't think it is wise of the FCC to seek to expand the operation conditions
of land mobile radio users at the expense of the radio-controlled modelers. The
FCC may not think we are as important as business users of radio, but we have
considerable investment" in our models and in our radio equipment. It is a
sizeable industry that must be saved from these detrimental FCC actions. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of people like
myself and contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial
aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC
to carry out its proposal PR Docket 92-235 for the 72 - 76 MHz band. We all need
your help urgently because the FCC has a deadline of February 26, 1993, after
which it may become more difficult to avoid halting these proposals from going
into effect.

Sincerely, ~ ~

d O~
~;well ~
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WASHINGTON, DC

January 25. 1993

I have been intcrested in a\'iation for some time no\\. To pursue my-interests I took up the hobby of radio
controlled model aircraft constnlction and flying. I belong 10 the local RIC modelers club and own several model
aircraft and radios. Due to the e:xpense of this hobby J have a substaincial financial ill\'estment in model aircraft,
kits, engincs and tools.

I am "er~' concemed about the proposed rule thnt is currentl~' under considerlltion by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC). The pl"Oceeding is PR DocJ.:et 92-235. If adopted the new rule will
greatly reduce the usabilit~· of frequencies cUI...entl~· assigned for RiC model usc lllld increllse the risk of
accidents and attendllnt linbilit~·.

OUf radio-eontrolled frcqucncies are in thc 72-70 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. Howcvcr. our radio cOlllrollcd frequencics in this band are far cnough apan from the
land mobil frcqucncies that wc ha\'e becn able to sharc the band withollt either of us interfering with each other.

The f\lolice of Proposed Rule Making (NPRM) in PR Dockct 92-235 replaces ParI 90 of the niles with a new
Pan 88. Part 90 allows for safc use of RIC aircraft and surface models by kceping 10 Khz spacing between fixed
commercial users and frcqucncics used by RIC cnthusiasts. Thc nc\\ Part XX will allo\\' mobile users on
frequencies within 25 Khz of frequcncies a\':lilablc 10 us. climin:iling safc use of at leasl :n of the SO channels on
the 72 MHz band (for RiC aircraft) and 10 oflhe:W frcquencics onthc 75 MHz band (for RiC cars and boats) now
used by hobbyists. In facl. more channels will likely be affectcd

When we operatc our RiC models. wc go 10 greai lengths to assure safely of the operalors and bystanders and
the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions ill\'olvc the careful coordinallon and use of the radio
control frequencies. If the number of useable frequencies is diminished as proposcd by the FCC. the remaining
frequencies \vill become congested and the margin of safcty will be greatly decreased.

I don'l think it is wise of the FCC to scck to c:xpand the operation conditions of mobil radio users at the expense
of the radio-conlrolmodelers. The FCC may not think wc arc as importcint as business users of radio. but we have
a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipmcllt. It is a sizeable industry that must be saved
from these detrimental FCC actions. The hobby pro\'idcs many hours of enjoyment to hundreds of thousands of
people like myself and contributes to the ad\'ancement and development of the commercial a\'jC1tion industry.

Please help me continue thc SlIfe enjo~'ment of m~' pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposal PR Dockct 92-235 f(II' thc 72-70 MHz hand. Wc allllced your help urgcntly hecause the FCC has a
deadline of Fehru....~· Ui, 1993 aftcr which it llIa~ hC('ollle I1wre difficult to a"oid halting thesc proJlosals
from going into cffcct.

Sincerely,
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I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently. under consideration by the Federal
COIn.a-nunications Commission (FCC). The proceeding is PR Docket 92-235. If adopted. the new rules
will greatly reduce the usability of frequencies c~ntlyassigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. This band is primarily used for private land
mobile dispatch operations. However. our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough apart from
the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band without either use interfering with
the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result. many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am told that of the 50
frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes, only 19 frequencies will be
left if these new rules are adopted.

When we fly our model airplanes under radio control. we go to great lengths to assure the safety of the
operators and bystanders and the protection of property. Many of our safety precautions involve the
careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable frequencies is
diminished as proposed by the FCC, the remaining frequencies will become congested and the margin of
safety will be greatly decreased. "-

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weigh as much as 30
or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point, they are capable of
causing property damage, serious injury. or even death if radio interference causes the operator to lose
control of the craft. We often fly our models at organized events and contests where hundreds of operators
participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio frequencies in order to assure a safe flying
environment.

I do not think ·it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile radio
users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we areas important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio equipment. The
hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and contributes to the
advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Sincerely,h -i;tWt':}P~-P
jJ~~tiu/

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out its
proposals for the 72-76 MHz band.


